E. N. Fish & Co by unknown
University of Oklahoma College of Law
University of Oklahoma College of Law Digital Commons
American Indian and Alaskan Native Documents in the Congressional Serial Set: 1817-1899
5-21-1880
E. N. Fish & Co
Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.law.ou.edu/indianserialset
Part of the Indian and Aboriginal Law Commons
This House Report is brought to you for free and open access by University of Oklahoma College of Law Digital Commons. It has been accepted for
inclusion in American Indian and Alaskan Native Documents in the Congressional Serial Set: 1817-1899 by an authorized administrator of University
of Oklahoma College of Law Digital Commons. For more information, please contact darinfox@ou.edu.
Recommended Citation
H.R. Rep. No. 1517, 46th Cong., 2nd Sess. (1880)
46TH CoNGREss,} 
2d Session. 
HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES. { REPO_RT 
No.1o17. 
E. N. PISH & CO. 
MAY 21, 1880.-Committed to the Committee of the Whole House and ordered to be 
printed. 
Mr. ERRETT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted the fol-
lowing 
REPORT: 
[To accompany bill H. R. 1317.] 
The Committee on In,dicm A.ffairs, to whom was refe'rred bill H. R. 1317, beg 
leave to report: 
This is a case in which tbe facts are exactly the same as in the case 
of bill No. 1316. 
The original claim was for $12,050. The sum of $250 for the payment 
of a farmer at the agency was included in it, but tbis sum having since 
been paid, the claim is reduced to $11,800, being for 100,000 pounds of 
flour furnished tbe San Carlos .Agency September 2, 1873, the purchase 
being made by Capt. ,V, II. Brown, Fifth United States Cavalry, with-
out contract, and under orders, as he alleges, from the superintendent 
of Indian affairs for Arizona Territory. The claim was allowed by In-
dian Commissioner Smitll, and disallowed by Indian Commissioner 
Hayt. 
For the reasons assigned in tbe report on bill1316, we recommend the 
passage of the bill witb amendments, the first reducing the amount to 
$11,800, and the second striking out the old proviso and inserting a new 
one, referring the claim to the proper accounting officers of the Treas-
ury D.epartment to ascertain if the purchases were made by proper 
authority; and, if so, to allow therefor what may be equitably due, not 
to exceed the amount claimed. 
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